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Recovery of Permeation of Surface Water through Air
Flushing Effect on Pressure Driven Hollow Fiber
membrane

Woo-Ik Sohn, Beom-Sung Park, Jeong-Hak Kim
R&D center, KROSYS Inc.
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Fig. 1. Pure Water Flux with Pressure at Polysulfone Membrane (MWCO
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Fig. 2. Pure Water Flux with pressure at Polyacrylonitrile Membrane (MWCO
50,000)
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